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some real pollutants out there. CO2 is 
not a pollutant; it is a fertilizer. But 
there are real pollutants out there, 
SOX, NOX, and mercury. By working 
with our partners, the Asia-Pacific 
partners, we can expand our energy 
supply, increase trade, and along with 
these other goals, reduce greenhouse 
gases as a byproduct, along with reduc-
ing real pollutants such as SOX, NOX, 
and mercury. Others might put this 
list together differently in terms of pri-
ority, but my point is that the Asia- 
Pacific Partnership meets the criteria 
for success. 

It is a politically and economically 
sustainable path forward that address-
es multiple issues in the context of 
their relation to other issues. Perhaps 
other approaches in the future will 
meet this criteria as well, but this 
partnership is currently the only one 
that does. 

Any international post-Kyoto agree-
ment the United States enters into 
must make the concepts embodied in 
the APP a cornerstone of that agree-
ment. 

Let me conclude. I point out that cli-
mate alarmism has become a cottage 
industry in this country and many oth-
ers. But a growing number of scientists 
and the general public are coming 
around to the idea that climate change 
is natural and that there is no reason 
for alarm. It is time to stop pretending 
the world around us is headed for cer-
tain doom and that Kyoto-style poli-
cies would save us—when, in fact, the 
biggest danger lies in these policies 
themselves. Again, new studies con-
tinue to pile up and debunk alarm and 
the very foundation for so-called solu-
tions to warming. 

I know this has been a long speech. I 
want the real people—not the money- 
driven liberals and the Hollywood 
elitists but the real people out there 
raising their families and working hard 
and paying taxes for all the stuff we 
are doing in Washington—we want to 
tell them that help is on its way and 
that all the U.N.- and media-driven 
hype to sell America down the river 
will fail. 

During the past 2 hours, I have 
named hundreds of scientists who were 
Al Gore followers in the past and now 
who are skeptics; and they realize this 
issue is driven by money and the far 
left. The truth is coming out loudly 
and clearly. 

As Winston Churchill said: 
Truth is incontrovertible, ignorance can 

deride it, panic may resent it, malice may 
destroy it, but there it is. 

Why am I willing to subject myself to 
the punishment by the alarmists and 
elitists? It is because of this. My wife 
and I have 20 kids and grandkids who 
are living in this world. I don’t want 
them to have to pay a tax 10 times 
greater than they should because of 
something that is based on flawed 
science and contrived science. It is for 
them that we are doing it. 

With that, I yield the floor and sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CASEY). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, let me 
make an inquiry. What is the Senate’s 
current posture? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate is in a period of morning business. 

f 

LAW OF THE SEA TREATY 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I will 
speak for a couple of minutes. If some-
body else comes to the floor and wants 
to be heard, I will yield at that time. 

I think it is very important we real-
ize something else is looming out 
there. As everyone knows, I am a con-
servative Republican. I have seen a 
thing called the Law of The Sea Trea-
ty. It is coming at us again. This start-
ed back in the 1960s and 1970s. During 
the Reagan administration, President 
Reagan was able to stop it. 

What this treaty would do, in one 
sentence, is this: It would relinquish 
our sovereignty to over 70 percent of 
the world—again, it is another United 
Nations initiative—to a superagency 
that will have the ability to tax glob-
ally. 

During the last 2 years, I have talked 
about the problems we are having with 
the hyped global warming debate. It all 
came from the U.N. That is where a lot 
of these things come from. The U.N. is 
less and less accountable to any of the 
member countries than they were at 
one time. 

One of the things we have done, and 
I have done personally, is every time 
we have had a problem where the U.N. 
is coming out with a policy not in the 
best interest of the United States, 
since the United States pays for 25 per-
cent of the budget of the U.N., I have 
been able to pass a resolution that says 
that if the U.N. doesn’t back down 
from this program, we will hold back 50 
percent of our dues. It is the only le-
verage we have. Of course, they are 
outraged. 

The people running the U.N. do not 
want to be accountable to anyone. The 
reason and the motivations of the Law 
of the Sea Treaty is to set up this 
superagency that does have taxing 
powers—global taxing powers. Their 
goal has been stated that if they are 
able to pass this, and they can run the 
U.N. on a global tax, then they don’t 
have to be accountable to anyone. Here 
we are paying for 25 percent of it now. 
But we would not be at that time. It 
would be paid for independently. 

I believe that of all of the bad things 
coming from this treaty, that is the 
worst. I think that is the motive of 
many of them. There are many other 
problems. By giving up the authority 
of over 70 percent of the Earth’s sur-
face, it has huge military risks. It puts 

us into a position where if we in the 
United States know there is a ship on 
the high seas that has a terrorist 
aboard or has a weapon of mass de-
struction, we could no longer stop and 
search and try to seize it. It states 
there are only four conditions under 
which we could stop a ship, and none 
have to do with national security. 

It does say it should not affect the 
military, but there is no defining term 
of military effort. Instead, that would 
be determined by this new high court 
that would be established—this high 
court that would be established by the 
U.N. 

I know many people in this Chamber 
will say: Of course, it is coming from 
our Republican administration and the 
military says they want it. I question 
that when I go back and study what 
happened during the 1980s and see what 
the consequences could be. It is now a 
popular thing. We are saying we have 
made all the corrections and every-
thing is satisfied now, and if President 
Reagan were here, he would sign off on 
it. That is not true. He had five objec-
tions to it. Not one of the five has been 
met. 

So I suggest we have something very 
serious coming. I don’t know why it is 
that the majority of Members of this 
body, the Senate, think that no idea is 
a good idea unless it is made by some 
big multinational organization, that 
nothing is good unless it is something 
that addresses a problem from a multi-
national perspective. 

When I go back to Oklahoma, they 
ask me: What happened to sovereignty 
in America? I have to say I don’t know, 
but we are going to try to keep it as 
much as possible. The best way to do 
that is to not ratify the treaty called 
the Law of the Sea Treaty. It is going 
to be a tremendous effort for us to get 
a number of Senators—34—to sign a 
letter saying we would oppose this 
treaty. It takes two-thirds to pass a 
treaty. 

I think this is coming, and I want 
America to be ready for it. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

SUDAN 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I have 
repeatedly come to the floor to speak 
about one of the worst human trage-
dies in recent memory—the crisis in 
Darfur. 

For 4 long years the world has 
watched this tragedy. We have wit-
nessed the killing of hundreds of thou-
sands of innocent civilians, the 
torching of entire villages, rape, tor-
ture, and untold human suffering. 
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Many of us on both sides of the aisle 

and in the international community 
have repeatedly called for greater U.S. 
and global action. 

Upon taking office in January of this 
year, U.N. Secretary General Ban Ki- 
moon said that ending the violence in 
Darfur was going to be one of his top 
priorities. President Bush has rightly 
called the situation in Darfur genocide. 
British Prime Minister Gordon Brown 
has said that, ‘‘Darfur is the greatest 
humanitarian crisis the world faces 
today.’’ 

Today, I speak once again about this 
crisis. 

Quite simply, we are at a critical 
juncture in Sudan. 

The situation in Darfur has become 
increasingly complex. Rebel groups are 
jockeying for power and fighting 
amongst themselves. Banditry and law-
lessness are on the rise and humani-
tarian workers remain at great risk. In 
late September, a rebel group brutally 
killed ten African Union peacekeepers 
in a surprise raid. 

Just last week, reports surfaced of a 
new, appallingly violent massacre in 
southern Darfur. According to reports, 
more than 30 civilians were killed, in-
cluding a young boy who was shot in 
the back while trying to run away. 

And now the peace agreement be-
tween North and South Sudan—a U.S. 
brokered accord that might have 
formed a blueprint for a political set-
tlement in Darfur—appears increas-
ingly in jeopardy. 

Sadly, without action, Sudan may be 
on the verge of even greater instability 
and human misery. 

Yet thanks in part to the tireless 
work of Secretary General Ban, we also 
have two critical opportunities to 
bring about a long-term resolution to 
this crisis. 

First, in late July the U.N. Security 
Council voted to implement a signifi-
cantly increased U.N./African Union 
peacekeeping force. 

This peacekeeping force is des-
perately needed and the United States 
should work with the U.N. and the 
global community to make sure it is 
deployed as soon as possible. 

I commend the White House for in-
cluding funding for this urgent mission 
in its supplemental appropriations re-
quest. 

But the peacekeepers are only one 
important step. Sudan also needs a 
long-term political agreement. As Sec-
retary General Ban said recently in 
Sudan, ‘‘There must be a peace to 
keep.’’ 

This weekend in Tripoli, a first round 
of peace talks between the various fac-
tions and the Sudanese government 
will begin. 

The peacekeeping forces and the 
Tripoli negotiations are two critical 
steps toward ending the violence, and 
they deserve our strongest support. 

We must make it clear that we ex-
pect all factions to stop the violence 
and participate in good faith in the 
peace talks. 

We must demand that China and Rus-
sia immediately halt the sale of weap-
ons in Sudan. That’s right, two perma-
nent members of the U.N. Security 
Council are the primary arms suppliers 
in Sudan. Global leaders have a respon-
sibility to halt such sales. 

But ultimately, we must hold the Su-
danese government accountable. Its 
culpability in the years of violence and 
stonewalling of international efforts is 
well known. 

Sudanese President Bashir must be 
held to his commitment to allow 
peacekeepers in the country and to 
participate in the peace talks. He must 
also work to ensure the North-South 
peace agreement does not collapse. 

Early statements by his government 
said that it would ‘‘contribute posi-
tively to secure the environment for 
the negotiations’’ and ‘‘facilitate the 
timely deployment’’ of the 26,000 mem-
ber peacekeeping force. 

Sadly, we have every reason to be 
skeptical of the regime’s intentions. 

It is therefore critical that we main-
tain pressure on the Sudanese govern-
ment to honor its commitments. The 
administration should continue its dip-
lomatic efforts and we in Congress 
should consider tightening economic 
sanctions if the Sudanese government 
does not cooperate with the peace-
keepers or the upcoming peace negotia-
tions. 

The stakes are too high, and the hu-
manitarian crisis has dragged on too 
long to allow any more delay in Sudan. 

f 

(At the request of Mr. REID, the fol-
lowing statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD.) 

DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC OF THE 
CONGO 

∑ Mr. OBAMA. Mr. President, today, 
President Bush is meeting with Presi-
dent Joseph Kabila of the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo, DRC. 

This meeting is very important. The 
DRC symbolizes the hope that so many 
Africans have for the future of their 
continent. The country is also emblem-
atic of so many of the challenges facing 
Africa. 

Stabilizing the DRC and fostering de-
mocracy are high priorities for Amer-
ican objectives in Africa. Given the 
country’s size, efforts at political and 
economic reform, and wealth of natural 
resources, it is imperative that we sup-
port the Congolese Government to end 
more than a decade of warfare and sev-
eral decades of unaccountable and non-
transparent government. 

For this reason, I attached an amend-
ment to the 2006 Iraq supplemental ap-
propriations bill, together with Sen-
ator LEAHY, that provided $13.2 million 
to the Congo, including $8.2 million for 
military reform and $5 million to sup-
port free and fair elections. In Decem-
ber 2006, the Democratic Republic of 
the Congo Relief, Security, and Democ-
racy Promotion Act passed into law. I 
was proud to have introduced this leg-
islation, which authorized $52 million 

in U.S. assistance for the Congo, called 
for a special envoy to resolve ongoing 
violence, and urged the administration 
to strengthen the U.N. peacekeeping 
force. 

Unfortunately, the administration 
has ignored the call by Congress to ap-
point a special envoy, and it has done 
little to strengthen the U.N. peace-
keeping force which is working to sta-
bilize the eastern part of the Congo. 

Over the past several months, there 
have been reports of the mobilization 
of military forces in the eastern Congo. 
These reports are deeply disturbing. It 
is my hope that all Congolese leaders 
will recommit themselves to the search 
for peace in this part of the country. 
The pursuit of military solutions in the 
eastern part of the country will inevi-
tably prove elusive and will only yield 
more bloodshed and misery for the ci-
vilian population. 

The seriousness of the situation in 
eastern Congo was recently highlighted 
by a devastating report about the esca-
lation of sexual violence against 
women in the region. For this reason, I 
wrote a letter to Secretary of State 
Rice earlier this month to express con-
cern about the escalation of sexual vio-
lence in eastern DRC. Specifically, I 
asked the Secretary to respond to nine 
questions concerning steps that the ad-
ministration is taking to help end the 
sexual violence and make the perpetra-
tors accountable. To date, I have not 
received a reply to my letter. For the 
DRC’s transition to democratic govern-
ance to be successful, the U.S. and its 
partners will have to intensify their 
commitment to work with the Congo-
lese Government to enhance security, 
resolve conflicts, and spur the coun-
try’s social and economic reconstruc-
tion. 

Despite the success of last year’s 
elections, the first in 40 years, the 
international community must be ac-
tively engaged in the country for the 
foreseeable future not only to bring an 
end to the conflict in the east but to 
assist in the emergence of institutions 
that will ensure accountability and 
economic development. It is a sobering 
fact that nearly 80 percent of the coun-
try’s 56 million people live in absolute 
poverty and more than 70 percent are 
undernourished. 

At the same time, the Kabila govern-
ment must be encouraged to adopt in-
clusive and transparent political proc-
esses, involving opposition parties and 
civil society organizations. Moreover, I 
welcome the return of American inves-
tors to the DRC, to help develop and 
add value to the country’s natural re-
sources. It is imperative, however, that 
American businesses, as well as inves-
tors from every other country, espe-
cially China, commit to a zero toler-
ance for corruption while imple-
menting effective measures to preserve 
the nation’s environment.∑ 

f 

(At the request of Mr. REID, the fol-
lowing statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD.) 
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